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ment the formal assertion that "since the Covenant of Chapter
the League of Nations came into force His Majesty's    IV'
Government has consistently taken the view that
neither it nor any conventions concluded under the
auspices of the League are intended to govern relations
inter se of various parts of the British Commonwealth".
The Irish Free State rejoined denying the validity of
the British contention, but without adducing reasons,1
and the Imperial Conference of 1926 took up the matter
in connection with the question whether general treaties
concluded under League auspices applied to the rela-
tions inter se of parts of the Commonwealth. In fact
it had been felt necessary in certain cases, the treaties
being concluded between states by name, to provide
expressly in the treaty that it was not to apply between
parts of a state under one sovereign. It was now agreed
that treaties should be concluded in the name of the
Bang as the symbol of the special relationship between
the different parts of the Empire.2 "The making of
the treaty in the name of the King as the symbol
of the special relationship between the different parts of
the Empire will render superfluous the inclusion of any
pro vision that its terms must not be regarded as regulat-
ing inter se the rights and obligations of the various
territories on behalf of which it has been signed in the
name of the King. In this connection it must be borne
in mind that the question was discussed at the Arms
Traffic Conference in 1925, and that the legal committee
of that Conference laid it down that the principle to
which the foregoing sentence gives expression underlies
all international conventions." Now it is true that this
1 Keith, Speeches and Documents on the British Dominions, pp. 347,
348.	2 Ibid. p. 382.

